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Com3onwealth Edison Company > 
Appiication for a Certificate of Pubiic I Docket No. 02-0838 
C=nvcr,icnce and Necesit.,., pmwct to 
Section 8-406 of the Illinois Pubiic Utilities ) 
P.ct,) and for a? Order, under Section 8-503 ) 
cfthe Illinois Public Utilities Act, authorizing 
and directing C o d 3  to construct, operate j 

Kane Countyl Illinois. ) 

\ 
J 

> 
and maintain a new eletr;,c trm-s-ission iine in i 

REPLY OF SAXDRA “ZLM TO ST. CHA-RLES PETITION TO IN’IERVEXE 

WITHDRAW 1TS A4PPLIC.4TION .4NE KOTIOP4 TO DISMISS 
AND RESPONSE TO COMMONWEALTH EDISON’S PETITION 

Now comes the intervenor, Sadra  Jeim, and for her reply to St. Chxies motion 
to intervene and response to Commonweaith Edison’s petition to withdraw its application 
md to dismiss, skxtes I S  fo!!o~.vs: 

i, as z inrervenor, am famiiiar with fne issues in this matter and have been 
imoived with the Commonweaith Edison‘s application filed Ivith the !CC. 

I m aware chat ~Cornrnonweaith Edison has determined that new techology 
would allow Corn Ed to reinforce its current 34kV lines with additional 34kV !ines thEt 
wouia aiiow the necessary power upgrades 10 meet the power needs ofthe communities 
[Con? Ed has ad7Jlsed that this system wouid make rhe propose6 i 38kV proposal 
unnecessary. 

I favor the proposal of Com Ed to upgrade its current 34kV lines (the “a!te=&ve 
proposai”j and suppon Com Ed‘s peution to withdraw and dismiss this action. There is 
every remon to believe thar Com Ed has produced a workable alternative to xhe originai 
138kV proposal. 

St. C k l e s  has never filed an htervening petition a d  should ne? be allowed to at - &is late date. 

It is my understanding that the ICC staff has no ob.jection to the dismissal of Corn 
Ed‘s paidan. 



For the reasans stated above. S d r a  J e h  xpports the Petitio:: of Corn Ed to 
withdraw its petition and to dismiss this action. 

Sandra Jelrn, Intervenor 


